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THE GORBACHQlliiE£R 


The J detailed Soviet offer for 
missile ’ reduction announced 
yesterday in Paris by Mr Gorba- 
chdv If has been expected in 
Washington for months. It 
finally crystallizes the: principal 
differences on the theory of arms 
control which now, divide East 
and West. : The purpose' of arms 
control is to achieve greater 
stability from which should grow 
a greater sense of security on 
both sides. The objective of arms 
control 1 is thus not automatically 
achieved by arms reductions 
unless those reductions’ are so 
great that they create a changed 
strategic environment. The 
Gorbachov offer will not do that; 
whereas the prospect for intro- 
ducing some element of strategic 
defence into the line-up of purely 
offensive : j weapons certainly 
would.* " : 

pfhere i£ no need to go into the 
missile’ ai*ithmetjc J( .with great 
detail. for it to remain clear that 
at ; the .end of the proposed 
programme of missile reductions 
the imbalance between Ameri- 
can and Soviet armouries ex- 
pressly designed to destroy each 
other’s missiles Would remain as 
maikpd as it is. now. The Soviet 
Union Has roughly, 6,000 ‘.war- 
heads designed and targetted as a 
“counter- force” which is dis : 
persed widely throughout the 
Soviet landmass. The United 
States have about 2,100 counter- 
foil ’warheads. Counter-force 
weapons need greater accuracy 
in order to be targetted on the 
adversary’s weapons' systems 


and thus to cripple his capacity 
to retaliate after being the victim 
of an attack'; : fc : .V 

A reduction of weapons in this 
category would thus preserverthe 
Soviet margin of superiority 
without any enhancemeiat; 40 »f 
stability between East and'^We^C^ 
Certainly such a reduction 
release resources for othefSuse^ 
in the economy : and, ' givdSi^^ 
Gorbachov’s- desperate need #"' 
resuscitate softie <pf his economic 
disaster areas, it is not surprising 
that his offer points this way. 

However as Washington ex- 
pected, the immediate attrac- 
tions <of missile reductions s are j 
accompanied by the familiar 
Soviet demand that the United 
States ‘ 'should discontinue ' 

research into strategic' defence. 
We do not yet in the West know 
whether tlie strategic defence 
research will be successful. But 
we do know that without any 
strategic defence we will conr 
tinue to suffer from the hiiclear 
instability caused by having no 
defences, only retaliatory forces. 
Mr Gorbachov is in a different 
position since he has 20 years of 
research into strategic defence 
behind him. Presumably lie 
therefore knows its potential as 
well as its cost which i$ why he 
persists with His demand that the 
United Slates should stop work 
on it while he continues with his 
ownJ; 1... ; 

With some element of stra- 
tegic defence in the line-up of 
weapons the threat of either side 


sulfTcriiig from a surprise attack 
by the other would be much 
diminished. For a start the 
attractions of offensive missiles 
would lessen the moment there 
was a doubt - even if only a 
partial doubt - as to their ability 
to ^t Thipuish; ^Secondly such 
affect the 
osculation applied 

the 

people’s sense of security, which 
has been declining for the past 
decade or so, would be mitigated 
by the knowledge that at least we 
had some defences against at- 
tack. Imagine the West’s pos- 
ition, however, if the 'United 
States abandoned strategic de- 
fence research and left the field 
free ‘to the Soviet Union to do 
what it liked. Our retaliatory 
forces would soon lose what 
credibility they now have. 

Reaction to the Soviet offer at 
Geneva should thus be to give a 
~ siip of a 

proportionate reduction in each 
side’s weapons' inventory with- 
out allowing the Soviet superior- 
ity to become permanent. That 
should be coupled with a 
continuing - and unambiguous 
determination to persist with 
strategic' defence. We know that 
the Soviet ploy isj to dangle 
apparently tempting offers to the 
Europeans so as to cause an 
Atlantic gap within the Alliance, 
y/ith the: possible exception of 
President Mitterrand, the Euro- 
peans should be too wise by now 
to be taken in. 
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